REMARKS 



Claim Rejections under Watkins - 35 USC 102(e) 
Claims 1-24 

Regarding claims 1-24, although Applicants do not agree with the Examiner's 
interpretation of Watkins (US 2003/0182492), Applicants have canceled claims 1-24 to move 
prosecution of this patent application to resolution. 

Claims 25-36 

Claim 25 expressly states "additional signal steering logic which establishes a 
communication path between the resource and at least one of the first bus master and the second 
bus master, wherein the communication path is used to transfer at least one additional signal 
between the resource and the at least one of the first bus master and the second bus master, and 
wherein the communication path is determined bv the resource ". Claim 34 also expressly states 
" wherein the communication path is determined by the resource ". Watkins does not teach or 
even suggest that the communication path is determined by the resource (per the Examiner, 
device 30 in FIG. 7 of Watkins teaches the resource). In fact, Watkins teaches away from this by 
teaching that the bridge 12, not device 30, determines ownership and thus the communication 
path. (See Watkins, paragraphs [0014], [0016], [0017], [0023], [0025], and [0111].) One 
advantage of the claimed invention over Watkins is that a direct communication can be made 
(see FIG. 1, conductors 101, 102) between the resource 100 and the bus masters 12, 14. 
Referring to FIG. 7 of Watkins, no such direct communications between device 30 and 
processing sets 14 and 16 can take place in Watkins. Watkins must use a bridge to act as an 
intermediate interface and route all communications between device 30 and processing sets 14 
and 16. Any time circuitry is added (e.g. bridge 12) between communicating blocks of circuitry 
(e.g. between the device 30 and processing sets 14 and 16), one of the negative effects that may 
result is that the intermediate circuitry (e.g. bridge 12) can act to slow the actual communication. 
By removing the need for bridge 12, the claimed invention may operate more efficiently. 

Claim 28 has been amended to fix a typographical error. 
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The dependent claims are allowable for at least the reasons given above for the 
independent claims. 

The Office Action contains numerous statements characterizing the claims, the 
Specification, and the prior art. Regardless of whether such statements were addressed by 
Applicants, Applicants refuse to subscribe to any of these statements, unless expressly indicated 
by Applicants. 

Applicants believe the application is in condition for allowance which action is 
respectfully solicited. Please contact Susan C. Hill if there are any issues regarding this 
communication or the current Application. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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Freescale Semiconductor, Inc. 
Law Department 
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Daniel D. Hill 
Attorney of Record 
Reg. No.: 35,895 
Telephone: (512)996-6839 
Fax No.: (512) 996-6854 
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